DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, JUNE 12, 2006
COUNTY-CITY BUILDING, ROOM 113

MAYOR

1. NEWS RELEASE - Public Invited to Anniversary Event at the Veterans Memorial
Garden.

2. NEW RELEASE - City’s Safety Program Recognized.

DIRECTORS

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

1. Investment Report for quarter ending February 28, 2006:
(a) Memo from Finance Director,
(b) City of Lincoln Investment Quarterly Report data, and
(c) City of Lincoln Investment Portfolio Composition graph.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1. Response to Tim K. Johnson’s email regarding complete sewage plant cost benefit
analysis.

2. Response to Jackie Barnhardt’s email regarding possible sewage treatment plant near
Wilderness Park.

3. Response to Neil M. Engstrom’s email re: Opposition to water treatment site near
Wilderness Park.

4. Invitation to Groundbreaking of the Jamaica North Trail crossing Old Cheney.

PUBLIC WORKS

1. Email and article from Nicole Fleck-Tooze re: Article co-authored by Devin Biesecker,
Engineer in Public Works/Watershed Management on Stormwater - “Drainage
Improvement Prioritization in Lincoln, NE”.

2. Memo with article from Karl Fredrickson re: Obligations the Public Works and Utilities
Department administers on the City’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permit with the small staff involved.

PUBLIC WORKS - ENGINEERING

1. ADVISORY - Water Capital Improvement Project 700273. 11" Street; “L” - Lincoln
Mall.

2. Memorandum from Randy Hoskins, City Traffic Engineer, re: Prairie Village North.

CITY CLERK

COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE



V. MISCELLANEOUS

Correspondence Received on Proposal to Build Sewage Treatment Plant

1.

S LN

Email from Tim K. Johnson re: Possible cost benefit analysis to be completed.

Email from Rosemary Thornton re: Proposal to build sewage treatment plant.

Email from Jackie Barnhardt re: Land to build a sewage treatment plant.

Email from Neil M. Engstrom re: Vote no to building by Wilderness Park.

Email from Amber Mohr re: Reconsider plant by Wilderness Park.

Email from Dan Lutz re: Consideration of cost benefit analysis and environmental
effects before voting.

Email from Rebecca Williams re: Need thorough report on proposed sewage plant by
Wilderness Park before vote.

Miscellaneous Continued

1.

2.

w

Email from Zemis Sedriks re: Opposed to Change of Zone #06012, 9th/10th and Van
Dorn Streets. (Email distributed to Council Members before 06/05/06 meeting)

Email from Donald F. Burt of Cline, Williams, Wright, Johnson and Oldfather re:
Support B&J Partnership development of the South 2700 blocks of 9" and 10" Streets.
(Email distributed to Council Members before 06/05/06 meeting)

Correspondence from Glenn A. Friendt re: What’s Right About Wal-Mart.

Letter from Jennifer Sheaff re: Opposed to Southwest Village development, mainly the
three big box stores proposed for Highway 77.

Letter from Ron Davis re: Meeting this City’s future transportation needs.

Email from Larry Zink re: Increase funding in current CIP for sidewalk repairs.

VI. ADJOURNMENT

W:AFILES\CITYCOUN\WP\da061206.wpd
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NEBRASKA

OFTFICE OF THE MAYOR
535 South 10th Strect, Lincoln, NE 63308 441-751 1. fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: June 8, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Dianc Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 44 1-783 1
Keith Fickenscher, Veterans Memonial Garden, 420-2997

PUBLIC INVITED TO ANNIVERSARY EVENT AT THI
VETERANS MEMORIAL GARDEN

Mayor Coleen 1, Seng today invited Lincoln arca residents 1o observe the 1 7th anniversary of the
Veterans Memorial Garden in Antelope Park at a ceremony at 10 a.an. Saturday, June 10, The
evenl will beheld al the Anlelope Park Bandshell,

“In the 17 years since the veterans created this garden, it has become a very beawtiful and special
place for veterans, their families and the entire community,” said Mayor Seng, *“We can take
great pride in the fact that Lincoln has this memonal garden lo honor veterans of every branch of
nulitary service who have given so much to our nation,"”

In addilion to remarks from Mayor Seng, the ceremony will include an address from State
Adjutant General Roger Lempke of the Nebraska National Guard; the ringing of the Nehraska
Liberty Bell; music from singer Zuri and the Lincoln Fire and Rescue Pipe and Drum Corp; a
recognition of Gold Star families: a 21-gun salute; and the dedieation of 155 new memaorial
bricks.

In case of rain, the event will be held in the Auld Recreation Center at Antelope Park,

IFor more information on the event, contact Keith Fickenscher of the Mayor’s Advisory
Commitice for the Velerans Memornial Garden at 420-2997.
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NEBRASKA

OITICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Strect, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, Fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: June 8, 2006

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gongolas, Citzen Information Cenler, 491-7831
Bill Kostner, Risk Management, 441-6009

CITY'S SAFETY PROGRAM RECOGNIZED

The City of Lincoln received an Award of Honor with Distinction {rom the National Salety
Council May |8 for superior achievement in its workplace safety program. City Risk Manager
Bill Kostner said the award is a strong indication that the City's safety programs are working und
that employees are benefitting from a commitment to these programs.

“Salety 15 every employee’s responsibility,” said Mayor Coleen J. Seng. “By working togethur,
we can prevent the needless injuries and accidents that result from unsafe acts and conditions.”

The City has received the award eight consecutive years. Kostner said the award is based an
workplace safety efforts over the past vear, including injury history reports; training; the
adoption ol Class 11 salety vests for employees working in or near (raflic; a review ol employee
injuries at the departmental level; and the adoption of a special work pernit tor those doinp
cutting, welding or soldering activities.

For additional information regarding workplace safety, visit the City Web site at lincoln.ne.gov
(keyword: nisk).
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TO: HONORABLE CITY COUNCIL
FROM: FINANCE DIRECTOR
DATE: FEBRUARY 28, 2006

SUBJECT: CITY OF LINCOLN’S INVESTMENT ACTIVITY REPORT FOR THE
SECOND QUARTER, FISCAL YEAR 2005-06

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council accept the City Treasurer’s Investment Report for the quarter
ending, February 28, 2006.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to inform Council of the status of the City’s investment portfolio for the
quarter ending, February 28, 2006. The City’s investment policy requires that staff report quarterly to
Council on the City’s portfolio performance, description of securities, recent market conditions,
investment strategies employed and other areas of policy concern warranting possibie revisions to the
current or planned investment strategies. This report excludes the Police and Fire Pension fund as the
Police and Fire Pension Administrator report that fund separately.

DISCUSSION

Investment Portfolio for the Quarter
The City’s investment portfolio is listed and displayed in a graph in the Altachment.

The par value of the City’s portfolio is $226.4 million. In comparison, last quarter it was $238.8
million. The portfolio consists of $51.8 million in liquid accounts; $158.6 million is U.S. government
treasury and agency securities and $16.0 in Inter-Fund Investments. The $158.6 million includes $101.7
million in investments maturing in less than two years, comprising 64.15% of the City’s investments in
notes and securities. The average life to maturity of the investment portfolio is 1.95 years.

Investment Yields
During the quarter, the City’s portfolio earned an average yield of 3.4591%. This compares to an
average vield earned of 3.3829% for the quarter ending November 30, 2005,

As of February 28, 2006, the yield to maturity of the City’s Short-Term portfolio was 4.2608%. This
compares to a yield of 4.425% of a 28-day U.S. Treasury Bill with a issue date of February 23, 2006.
The City’s Medium Term Pool portfolio yield of 3.1965% compares to 4.689% yield for a 2-year U.S.
Treasury Bond issued February 28, 2006.

Yield Trends
The Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC) has increased the federal funds overnight lending rate
twice, for a total of 50 basis points, during the quarter. As of the quarter end, the rate was 4.5%.



Taken from the January 31, 2006 Federal Reserve Press Release:

Although recent economic data have been uneven, the expansion in economic activity appears solid.
Core inflation has stayed relatively low in recent months and longer-term inflation expectations remain
contained. Nevertheless, possible increases in resource utilization as well as elevated energy prices
have the potential to add to inflation pressures.

The Committee judges that some further policy firming may be needed to keep the risks to the attainment
of both sustainable economic growth and price stability roughly in balance. In any event, the Committee
will respond to changes in economic prospects as needed to foster these objectives.

Outlook*®
Intermediate and long-term rates reflect the view that the pace of economic growth will moderate in

coming months, but warning signs on the inflation front could keep the Fed in a tightening mode for
several months, with the overnight rate moving to 5% by late Spring.

Funds Held by the City

Attachment A is a consolidated report of all City investments. At February 28, 2006, the investments
held in the City’s pooled portfolio were not in compliance with the investment policy with respects to
the portfolio composition. The City’s Investment Policy, approved in January 2005, himits the security
types, issuers and maturities that the pool may hold. The Pool had 49.19% of the portfolio investments
in Federal Home Loan Bank (FHLB) instruments. The policy allows 40% of available funds to be
invested in this type of issuer. These investments were purchased prior to the approval of the City’s
Investment Policy. The City has elected to hold these investments and adjust the portfolio composition
as investments mature instead of taking a risk of selling off investments at a loss iz order to align the
composition of the portfolio.

Prepared By: / / e /Lmﬁi[Cn Jb 9_

Melinda J. Jones
City Treasurer
,,ﬂ
Department Head Approval: /‘/j A / /
Don Tff/rz S J

Finance Director

ATTACHMENTS:
A) Investment Portfolio Composition, February 28, 2006

* Provided by PFM Asset Management LLC, Monthly Market Update and Outlook, February 2006.



City of Lincoln
Investment Quarterly Report
As of February 28, 2006

Security Coupon Yield Purchase Maturity Ending Book Ending
Description Rate Maturity Date Date Value Par Value
Certificate of Deposit Certificate of Deposit 4.43 03/09/06 4.430 4.4300 01/23/06 03/09/06  3,000,000.00  3,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 4.47 03/16/06 4.470 4.4700 01/26/06 03/16/06  2,500,000.00  2,500,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 4.53 03/16/06 4.530 4.5300 02/17/06 03/16/06  2,500,000.00  2,500,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 4.53 03/23/06 4.530 4.5300 02/17/06 03/23/06  3,000,000.00  3,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 3.76 03/23/06 3.760 3.7600 03/23/05 03/23/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 3.76 03/24/06 3.760 3.7600 03/24/05 03/24/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 4.48 03/30/06 4.480 4.4800 02/22/06 03/30/06  5,000,000.00 5,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 2.72 04/05/06 2.720 2.7200 04/05/05 04/05/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit 3.21 08/22/06 3.210 3.2100 08/22/05 08/22/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
Certificate of Deposit Total 4.112 41117 24,000,000.00 24,000,000.00
FFCB FFCB 3.02 11/24/06 3.020 3.0200 05/24/04 11/24/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FFCB 2.44 03/09/07 2.440 2.4400 06/09/03 03/09/07  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FFCB 3.05 10/29/07 3.050 3.2405 04/30/04 10/29/07  1,994,062.75  2,000,000.00
FFCB 3.64 04/23/08 3.640 3.6400 04/24/03 04/23/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FFCB 4.25 02/11/09 4.250 3.6803 08/27/04 02/11/09 942,227.79 928,000.00
FFCB Total 3.165 3.1478 8,936,290.54  8,928,000.00
FHLB FHLB 1.85 04/20/06 1.850 1.8500 10/20/05 04/20/06  2,520,000.00  2,520,000.00
FHLB 2.65 05/05/06 2.650 2.6500 05/05/03 05/05/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 2.27 07/28/06 2.270 2.2700 07/28/03 07/28/06  1,000,000.00  1,000,000.00
FHLB 2.22 07/28/06 2.220 2.2200 07/28/03 07/28/06  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 2.55 10/27/06 2.550 2.6801 04/27/04 10/27/06  2,497,951.39  2,500,000.00
FHLB 3.125 11/15/06 3.125 3.1530 12/27/04 11/15/06  4,999,007.23  5,000,000.00
FHLB 2.75 11/20/06 2.750 2.7500 05/20/03 11/20/06  2,500,000.00  2,500,000.00
FHLB 2.785 11/21/06 2.785 3.0691 08/21/03 11/21/06  1,207,647.22  1,210,000.00
FHLB 3.00 02/20/07 3.000 3.0000 08/20/03 02/20/07  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 2.40 03/30/07 2.400 2.4380 03/30/04 03/30/07  4,998,030.24  5,000,000.00
FHLB 2.40 03/30/07 2.400 2.4435 03/30/04 03/30/07  4,997,748.84  5,000,000.00
FHLB 2.50 04/05/07 2.500 2.5000 04/05/04 04/05/07  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.00 05/09/07 3.000 3.0000 05/09/03 05/09/07  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 2.75 05/21/07 2.750 2.7500 05/21/03 05/21/07  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.03 06/18/07 3.030 3.0300 03/18/04 06/18/07  2,050,000.00  2,050,000.00
FHLB 2.80 07/16/07 2.800 2.8000 04/16/04 07/16/07  3,000,000.00  3,000,000.00
FHLB 3.01 10/07/07 3.010 3.0100 10/07/03 10/07/07  3,000,000.00  3,000,000.00
FHLB 3.625 10/22/07 3.625 3.6674 10/22/03 10/22/07  1,998,717.45  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.10 12/17/07 3.100 3.1000 03/17/04 12/17/07  5,000,000.00  5,000,000.00
FHLB 3.50 01/07/08 3.500 3.5000 01/07/04 01/07/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 2.82 01/08/08 2.820 2.8370 04/08/04 01/08/08  3,848,811.13  3,850,000.00
FHLB 3.00 01/15/08 3.000 3.0000 04/15/04 01/15/08  2,080,000.00  2,080,000.00
FHLB 3.40 02/06/08 3.400 3.4000 02/06/04 02/06/08  5,000,000.00  5,000,000.00
FHLB 3.45 02/25/08 3.450 3.4500 02/25/04 02/25/08  4,000,000.00  4,000,000.00
FHLB 3.03 04/17/08 3.030 3.0300 07/17/03 04/17/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.25 06/03/08 3.250 3.2500 06/03/03 06/03/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.05 06/30/08 3.050 3.0500 06/30/03 06/30/08  4,000,000.00  4,000,000.00
FHLB 4.15 07/15/08 4.150 4.1436  05/10/05 07/15/08 315,049.34 315,000.00
FHLB 3.375 07/21/08 3.375 3.3750 02/19/04 07/21/08  1,000,000.00  1,000,000.00
FHLB 3.35 08/07/08 3.350 3.3500 08/07/03 08/07/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.625 08/14/08 3.625 3.8023 12/26/03 08/14/08  1,992,059.35  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.69 08/14/08 3.690 3.6900 08/14/03 08/14/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.09 10/06/08 3.090 3.0900 04/06/04 10/06/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.25 10/06/08 3.250 3.2500 04/06/04 10/06/08  5,000,000.00  5,000,000.00
FHLB 4.00 11/12/08 4.000 4.0000 11/14/03 11/12/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 4.00 11/12/08 4.000 4.0000 11/12/03 11/12/08  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.50 12/12/08 3.500 3.4748 06/12/03 12/12/08  2,001,263.89  2,000,000.00
FHLB 3.65 02/27/09 3.650 3.6500 02/27/04 02/27/09  1,500,000.00  1,500,000.00
FHLB 3.67 04/23/09 3.670 3.6700 04/23/04 04/23/09  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 4.35 09/01/09 4.350 4.3500 09/01/04 09/01/09  5,000,000.00  5,000,000.00
FHLB 4.43 09/10/09 4.430 4.4300 09/10/04 09/10/09  2,000,000.00  2,000,000.00
FHLB 5.00 10/15/12 5.000 5.0000 10/15/04 10/15/12  3,875,000.00  3,875,000.00
FHLB Total 3.193 3.2080 111,381,286.08 111,400,000.00



City of Lincoln

Investment Quarterly Report

As of February 28, 2006

Security Coupon Yield Purchase Maturity Ending Book Ending
Description Rate Maturity Date Date Value Par Value
FHLMC FHLMC 3.25 05/14/07 3.250 3.3824  08/05/03 05/14/07 1,997,012.97  2,000,000.00
FHLMC 3.00 08/27/07 3.000 3.0000 02/27/04 08/27/07  5,000,000.00 5,000,000.00
FHLMC 3.25 01/28/08 3.250 3.1649 02/25/04 01/28/08  2,003,014.44  2,000,000.00
FHLMC 3.25 01/28/08 3.250 3.2085 02/27/04 01/28/08  3,002,191.00 3,000,000.00
FHLMC 3.60 04/16/08 3.600 3.6000 04/16/03 04/16/08  2,000,000.00 2,000,000.00
FHLMC 4.00 09/15/09 4.000 4.0000 03/15/04 09/15/09  3,000,000.00 3,000,000.00
FHLMC Total 3.350 3.3482 17,002,218.41 17,000,000.00
FNMA FNMA 1.80 04/07/06 1.800 1.8000 04/07/04 04/07/06  5,000,000.00 5,000,000.00
FNMA 3.375 12/15/08 3.375 41550 05/10/05 12/15/08 545,840.65 557,000.00
FNMA Total 1.955 2.0318 5,545,840.65 5,557,000.00
FNMA Discount Note FNMA Discount Note 0.00 03/02/06 0.000 4.3607 01/20/06 03/02/06  4,999,405.56  5,000,000.00
FNMA Discount Note Total 0.000 4.3607 4,999,405.56  5,000,000.00
Inter Fund Investments  General Fund Obligation 3.750 3.7500 09/01/04 05/31/10 12,995,191.98 12,995,191.98
General Fund Obligation 3.900 3.9000 06/03/05 05/31/10  2,501,070.06  2,501,070.06
Lincoln Star Bldg TIF 6.390 6.3900 04/21/00 06/15/10 122,277.93 122,277.93
Lincoln Building TIF 4.060 4.0600 06/02/03 12/01/11 31,813.80 31,813.80
Liberty Village TIF 4.750 47500 08/15/05 02/15/18 354,174.36 354,174.36
Inter Fund investments Total 3.803 3.8031 16,004,528.13 16,004,528.13
Money Market Money Market-USB Sweep 3.870 3.8700 09/01/01 Open 4,173,517.74 4,173,517.74
Money Market-NPAIT 4.014 4.0136  09/01/01 Open 1,670,000.00 1,670,000.00
Money Market-STFIT 4.034 4.0335 09/19/01 Open 100,000.00 100,000.00
Money Market-STFIT 4.034 4.0335 03/13/02 Open 250,000.00 250,000.00
Money Market-STFIT 4.034 4.0335 05/29/02 Open 250,000.00 250,000.00
Money Market-Savings Account 4.100 4.1000 07/26/02 Open 5,000,000.00 5,000,000.00
Money Market-WFB Overnight Repo 4.160 41600 08/31/04 Open 3,700,000.00 3,700,000.00
Money Market Total 4.079 4.0793 15,143,517.74 15,143,517.74
Investment Agreement  Investment Agreement 4.51 12/01/15 4.510 45100 03/23/05 12/01/15 1,120,000.00 1,120,000.00
Investment Agreement 4.60 08/15/22 4.600 4.6000 03/23/05 08/15/22 1,540,000.00 1,540,000.00
Investment Agreement 4.70 08/15/25 4.700 47000 03/23/05 08/15/25  3,390,000.00 3,390,000.00
Investment Agreement 4.83 10/15/26 4.830 4.8300 12/01/05 10/15/26 1,910,000.00 1,910,000.00
Investment Agreement 4.83 06/15/30 4.830 4.8300 12/01/05 06/15/30 1,229,980.83 1,229,980.83
Investment Agreement Total 4.705 4.7045 9,189,980.83 9,189,980.83
Time Deposit Time Deposit 3.30 06/23/06 3.300 3.3000 06/23/05 06/23/06 1,500,000.00 1,500,000.00
Time Deposit 4.50 01/11/07 4.500 45000 01/11/06 01/11/07  2,000,000.00 2,000,000.00
Time Deposit Total 3.986 3.9857 3,500,000.00 3,500,000.00
Treasury Note Treasury Note 6.50 10/15/06 6.500 6.5925 02/29/00 10/15/06 374,823.35 375,000.00
Treasury Note 3.625 04/30/07 3.625 3.6286 05/13/05 04/30/07  3,999,814.77  4,000,000.00
Treasury Note 3.75 05/15/08 3.750 3.6081 05/19/05 05/15/08  2,507,352.12 2,500,000.00
Treasury Note 4.375 08/15/12 4.375 41749 05/19/03 08/15/12  3,200,551.30 3,167,000.00
Treasury Note Total 4.001 3.9071 10,082,541.54 10,042,000.00
Treasury STRIP Treasury STRIP 0.00 11/15/06 0.000 5.5315 12/31/98 11/15/06 626,080.22 644,000.00
Treasury STRIP Total 0.000 5.5315 626,080.22 644,000.00
Investment Total 3.355 3.4072 226,411,689.70 226,409,026.70




City of Lincoln
Investment Portfolio Composition, February 28, 2006
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JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us To "timkjohnson1947@juno.com”
s 06/01/2006 03:21 PM <timkj9hn§on1947@juno.com> .
cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,
MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SHartzell@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

SHenrichsen@dci.lincoln.ne.us, SMasters@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
bcc

Subject Re: sewage plant

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on the Capital Improvements Program for the Wastewater Division of
Public Works & Utilities. | am forwarding a copy to each Planning
Commission member for their consideration. The Planning Commission is
scheduled to take action on the proposed CIP at their next meeting on
Wednesday, June 7th. The public hearing has been closed so there will be
no further testimony.

IT you have any questions about this process, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department

441-6365
"timkjohnsonl1947@
Jjuno.com"
<timkjohnsonl1947@ To
juno.com> plan@lincoln_ne.gov,
council@lincoln.ne.gov,
06/01/2006 03:15 mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
PM cc
Subject
sewage plant
Dear All,

In the meeting that I attended on this topic it was obvious that a complete
cost benefit analysis including an environmental impact analysis on each
choice. Postponing a decision on acquiring land would be necessary. In
research on this issue in other states it appears that often a larger site
is more cost efficient over a long period than multiple sites, including
pumping stations.



I. The cost benefit analysis should include

- an itemized estimate of the expansion, operation, and maintenance
costs of expanded Northeast,(North 70th Street) and/or Theresa Street
Facilities over a long-term 30-50 year period into the future versus the
cost of building and operating an additional new facility. (Some cities are
finding it cheaper to monitor and operate fewer larger sites, even
including the cost of extra piping, than to maintain a greater number of
smaller sites.

-A thorough examination of different pipe routing options with an
itemization of costs for different routes

-acceleration of the program for repairing leaking sewer pipes and a
building code requiring that sump pumps drain be piped outside a building.

111 Sewage discharge should flow to the northeast of Lincoln where there is
much higher creek flow, thereby avoiding draining sewage through Wilderness
Park and downtown Lincoln. There is always a danger of emergency discharge

of raw sewage into the creek. Nationwide, many chemicals are being found in
sewage discharge.

Thank you for considering this approach as it seems wise as far as costs
and environmental impact.

Tim K. Johnson



JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us To outreach@openharvest.com

" 06/02/2006 12:44 PM cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,
MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SHenrichsen@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

SHartzell@ci.lincoln.ne.us, kmorgan@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
bcc

Subject Re: Sewage Treatment Facility

Dear Ms. Barnhardt:

Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on the Capital Improvements Program for the Wastewater Division of
Public Works & Utilities. | am forwarding a copy to each Planning
Commission member for their consideration. The Planning Commission is
scheduled to take action on the proposed CIP at their next meeting on
Wednesday, June 7th. The public hearing has been closed so there will be
no further testimony.

IT you have any questions about this process, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer

City-County Planning Department
441-6365

Open Harvest

Outreach

<outreach@openhar To

vest.com> plan@lincoln_ne.gov,

council@lincoln.ne.gov,

06/02/2006 12:40 mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

PM cc
Subject

Please respond to Sewage Treatment Facility

outreach@openharv

est.com

Dear Administrators of our City of Lincoln,

I am concerned at the rush to purchase land to build a sewage treatment
plant near Wilderness Park even though a cost analysis has not been
conducted. This park should be regarded as a jewel of our city and be
maintained as such. Water quality and aquatic life is remarkably good
and should not be compromised.

Please be fiscally responsible and explore cost benefit options



including expansion of the current Northeast Sewage treatment
facility. Major cites have closed small treatment facilities and
expanded a centralized treatment facility as this is more cost effective
and environmentally sound.

Sincerely,
Jackie Barnhardt

1010 Sumner Street
Lincoln, NE 68502



JWalker@ci.lincoln.ne.us To "Neil" <nme84810@neb.rr.com>

" 06/05/2006 09:46 AM cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov,
MKrout@ci.lincoln.ne.us, SHenrichsen@ci.lincoln.ne.us,

SHartzell@ci.lincoln.ne.us, kmorgan@ci.lincoln.ne.us,
bcc

Subject Re: sewage treatment plant

Dear Mr. Engstrom:

Thank you for submitting your comments, which have now become part of the
record on the Capital Improvements Program for the Wastewater Division of
Public Works & Utilities. | am forwarding a copy to each Planning
Commission member for their consideration. The Planning Commission is
scheduled to take action on the proposed CIP at their next meeting on
Wednesday, June 7th. The public hearing has been closed so there will be
no further testimony.

IT you have any questions about this process, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

--Jean Walker, Administrative Officer
City-County Planning Department
441-6365

“"Neil™
<nme84810@neb.rr.
com> To
<plan@lincoln_ne.gov>,
06/04/2006 03:29 <council@lincoln.ne.gov>,
PM <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc
Subject

sewage treatment plant

As a concerned resident of Lincoln, and a lover af nature, I wish to ask
you to not allow a waste treatment site to be built near Wilderness Park.
I realize that Lincoln is growing and expanding, especially in a southernly
direction, but to build there would and could do much more harm than good.
Eventually Lincoln will probably encompass the whole of Wilderness Park
within its city limits, and it will be a wonderful place to take our
children to enjoy nature close at hand. Now, imagine you are out there
walking with your child and 1, the odor like the Theresa St. plant
eminates, drifts up to greet you on your walk. 2, a raw sewage discharge
has happened, your child slips while near the creek and is suddenly in the
contaminated water, possibly even swallowing some as he or she slipped in.



3, along with this discharge, the damage to fish and other wildlife living
there would be terrible and then before it could flow away from the city,
it would have to pass THROUGH the city, creating even more health risks. 1
know that there are other options available in combating the rising waste
treatment problems of Lincoln. True, no one likes to think of the streets
torn up, Lord knows we seem to have more than enough of that as it is, but
with the advances in technology I"m sure that better and safer lines could
be installed to a site far more suited to serve Lincoln without putting
Wilderness Park at risk. Please, reconsider all of your options and do NOT
vote to build there. Thank you, a very concerned voter. Neil M Engstrom



Lincoln Parks & Recreation
2740 A Street
Lincoln, NE 68502

TurspAY, JUNE 15
4PM.

Groundbreaking will be
where the Jamaica North

Trail crosses Old Cheneg.

Park in the Wilderness Park
lot near 3rd & Old Cheney

Island attire is requested

For more in{ormation, call 441-79390







Nicole Tooze/Notes To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

06/07/2006 12:40 PM ¢ Mayor/Notes@Notes, Kari A Fredrickson/Notes@Notes,
Benjamin J Higgins/Notes@Notes, Devin L

b Biesecker/Notes@Notes, jjha@jeo.com,
cC

Subject Stormwater Article RE: Lincoln's Drainage Improvements

We are pleased to share with you this article published in the May/June Stormwater journal which was
co-authored by one of our staff, Devin Biesecker. Other authors include staff from JEO Consulting Group
and Wright Water Engineers who are assisting us in the preliminary engineering and prioritization of
drainage improvements for the City of Lincoln. This engineering process is heing used to identify and

prioritize projects in a way that most effectively addresses stormwater deficiencies through our capital
improvement program.

The Council received a briefing regarding this project in Seplember, but we continue to make progress on

the next phase and would be happy to answer any questions or provide you with additional information
should you need it.

Nicole Fleck-Tooze

AB0a_ 5 tormwateari%sie_i%&asiﬁﬁ tudy. pdf






in Lincoln, NE

By Lalit Jha, Devin Biesecker,

Jonathan E. Jones, J.D.

Johnson, and Sally Kribs

Overtopped inlet at 63rd and Fletcher Avenue

Inset: Damage to pipe near 14th and Holdrege Street

48

irtually every municipal

public works staff person

has had the experience:

Heavy rains are followed by

calls from certain residents
on particular streets complaining about
drainage issues. Oftentimes these “squeaky
wheels” have their concerns addressed far
sooner than other potentially more serious
municipal drainage problems that are not
the subject of complaints. In fact, frequency
of resident complaints is commonly used
by many municipalities as the determin-
ing factor to establish which drainage and
flood control projects take precedence over
others. Unfortunately, this can result in di-
minished resources for improvements that
are more critical to public health, safety,
and welfare. Another common approach
for drainage improvement prioritization is
to compare the capacity of the drainage
system against design flows and to assign
highest priority to those channel reaches
where there is the largest differential. While

Stormwater = May/June 2006

Solving critical
problems rather

than reacting

to complaints

this ap-

proach

has  the

advantage of

being empirical, it

is an oversimplification

that can also result in unwise
expenditures.

Historically, the City of Lincoln, NE,
has used a priority list of the stormwater
projects originally developed in 1966
and updated in 1979. These projects
were prioritized mainly on the capac-
ity (five-year storm for residential areas
and 10-year storm for commercial and
industrial areas) of the drainage system.
Topographic and economic factors were
also considered in the prioritization meth-
odology. However, many other factors
were not featured in the priority formula.
Because the minimum design standards
used by the city have been upgraded
and significant zoning changes have
been made since 1979, a new and more

robust ap-
proach of
developing
capital improve-
ment program (CIP)
priorities was needed. In
2003, the city’s Public Works
and Utilities Department and Watershed
Management Division began a storm-
water study project to develop criteria,
a ranking system, and a prioritization
methodology for identifying stormwater
improvement projects for urban drainage
system upgrades, rehabilitation, and sys-
tem extensions.

Peer Engineer Review Process
The city and its consultants (including
JEO Consulting Group Inc., Wright Wa-
ter Engineers Inc,, and Black & Veatch)
assembled an engineering peer review
committee to assist with this project. The
committee provided input and suggestions
regarding the prioritization criteria and

www.stormh2o0.com




appropriate weighting of these criteria.
The city retained the Heartland Cen-

. ter for Leadership Development, an inde-

pendent nonprofit organization, to serve

as facilitator for a series of engineer peer

review committee discussions regarding
the criteria, weighting factors, and format
for a proposed prioritization methodol-
ogy. The Heartland Center also facilitated
interim work sessions between the city
and the consulting team to design com-
mittee meetings, debrief and report on
each meeting, and consult on follow-up
strategies and on the development of the
prioritization ranking tool.

The peer review committee met on
three separate occasions during May and
June 2004 to develop an updated pri-
oritization methodology. Many municipal
stormwater CIP prioritization methods
throughout the United States were evalu-
ated. The following broad approaches are
typically used for CIP prioritization:
= Whitten scoring—City, county, or district

has a written and well-documented

scoring system for ranking projects.

«  Whitten policy—Entity has a written
policy for prioritizing projects but no
scoring system for benefits.

*  Engineering judgment or commiltee re-
view—Projects are selected based on
departmental engineering judgment or
selected by varying priorities set by a
city couneil.

Based on the advantages and disad-
vantages of each approach, summarized
in Table 1, the city determined it would
use a written scoring approach for future
CIP prioritization.

Review Committee—Meeting One
At its first meeting, the peer review com-
mittee established basic objectives for CIP
projects:
* Protect public health and welfare
* Minimize property losses
* Enhance the floodplain
= Provide flood conveyance capacity
* Enhance the environment
+ Encourage aesthetics

The peer group was instructed to
consider a list of factors compiled that
could be used to prioritize CIP projects.
It was noted that the factors were not in
any ranking order, nor was it necessarily
a comprehensive list. Eventually, through
discussions with the peer review commit-
tee, the city would determine a “ranking
order” and “weighting” system for these

www.stormh2o.com

and potential other factors (refer to the
Glossary of Key Terms):

* Structure flooding (residence, business,

critical facilities, etc.)

+ Street flooding (types of street, location,

depth and duration, ete.)
* Yard flooding
+ Isolated ponding

+ Condition of existing structures (age,

size, type, damages, etc.)
* Maintenance frequency
+  Complaints

Erosion

Inadequacy of existing system
Undeveloped upstream area
Developed area

Negative impact on downstream system
City’s responsibility

Miscellaneous issues (aesthetics, politi-
cal, water quality, etc.)

Possible Weighing Factors/Multipliers

Risk/severity factor (loss of life, injury,
etc)
Flood frequency factor

SI0RM

DRAIN
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Table 1: Advantages and Disadvantages of Three Prioritization Approaches

Approach Advantages Disadvantages

Written Scoring “Reduces subjectivity Time and budget to calculate ranking
Emphasizes stormwater program goals Data collection is field intensive

Provides numeric measures for meeting
program goals
Can be more equitable

Written Policy Reduces subjectivity, although to lesser | May be difficult to distinguish
extent than written scoring approach between projects with similar
Can emphasize program goals priorities
Engineering Judgment Ease of implementation May be difficult to prioritize projects
or Committee Review May not meet program goals

Rankings may be subjective
May not be equitable

Following the presentations, the facilitators moderated an consulting team, and the peer review committee to refine the
open discussion through which numerous comments and ques- nature, scope, and intention of the project at hand. It was deter-
tions arose. The discussion was an effective tool for the city, the  mined that the prioritization methodology designed as a result
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Erosion at culvert near Northwest 7th Street and Highland Boulevard

of this committee’s work should be a flexible tool that could be
used as a screening device for city staff. Intentionally, the cost
of a project would be considered separately. The group was
also informed that the city wished to develop a methodology
that was dependent primarily on information that is currently
available, rather than one that would create the demand for ad-
ditional information gathering.

Review Committee—Meeting Two
At the second peer review meeting, participants were seated in
separate table groups to facilitate individual and small group

Culvert near 92nd and Heritage Lake Drive

consideration of the various criteria factors introduced at the
preceding meeting. Participants were given worksheets that list-
ed 12 factors and were instructed to work individually to assign
a point value to each factor, which would sum up to a total of
100 points. The higher number of points would determine the
higher priority. Participants could choose to assign zero points to
a criterion, and they could choose to write in additional criteria
for consideration. After working as individuals, table groups
were directed to discuss their scores, and then come to consen-
sus on a table score for each criterion. The groups’ scores were
tallied and are shown in Table 2.
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Table 2: Priority Ranking for Drainage Criteria Factors by Peer Reviewers

Criteria
Structural Flooding
 Street Flooding
Condition of Existing Drainage System
 Inadequacy of Existing Drainage System
 Maintenance Frequency
Links to Other Utility Improvements
Yard/lsolated Flooding
City Liability/Legal Issues
- Negative Impacts Downstream
His'tofy of Complaints
Erosion _
Undeveloped Upstream Area/Future Land Use
Commqnity.Deva'lapnient
Health & Safety
Developed Area

Group 1

20
10
10
10
10
10

0
10

| R Bery REM WEITN LT (SCh

Group 2 |Group 3 |Group 4

22 35 25 102
11 20 10 51
11 15 15 51
9 5 15 39
6 15 5 36
4 e 15 29
4 10 5 19
6 0 0 16
10 0 0 15
4 0 5 14
2 0 5 12
5 0 0 5
0 0 0 5
) 0 0 b
1 0 0 1

Following this exercise, a general discussion revealed that
most participants thought it would be appropriate to collapse
the factors into a few broad categories, and to have other fac-
tors become weighting factors. The group also desired to have
clear definitions regarding “high/low” priorities and “major/mi-

nor” flooding events.

Prioritization Categories

The following prioritization categories were developed for the

purpose of project ranking:

1. Structural flooding: flooding that
causes structures to be inundated
by floodwater. The structural flood-
ing potential was identified through
hydrologic and hydraulic analysis,
study of topographic maps, field
investigation, and recorded historic
problems. The structural flooding
category is further divided into the
severity of the flooding potential by
having a higher multiplier for the
minor storm event structural flood-
ing frequency as compared to the
major storm event structural flood
frequency.

2. Non-structural flooding: flooding that
causes stormwater to pond on the
street or on public or private prop-
erty for an extended period of time
without encroaching any structure,

Stormwater = May/June 2006

The non-structural flooding potential in the study area was
evaluated for the minor storm event. The non-structural
flooding potential was identified through hydrologic and hy-
draulic analysis, study of topographic maps, field investigation,
and recorded historic problems. The non-structural flooding
category is further subdivided to account for the severity of
the flooding by having a higher multiplier for the flooding on
private property/arterial street rights of way.

. Existing infrastructure condition: This category includes the

structural condition and maintenance frequency for the given

Construction near Baldwin Shop

www.stormh2o.com



underground stormwater drainage sys-
tem. The information for this category
was obtained from the city mainte-
nance staff. The existing condition of
the system was determined by field in-
vestigation and reviewing maintenance
records. This category is subdivided
into three categories to address the
severity of the problem,

4. Miscellaneous factors: Miscellaneous
factors include health and safety, criti-
cal locations, community development,
downstream impacts, complaints, un-
developed/developed area, cost, legal
issues, and links to other improvements

Culvert near 58th and Tangeman Terrace

to be considered in the prioritization

system. The ranking points for this cat-

egory were provided by the watershed
management staff.

The process of the project ranking
system requires evaluating and identify-
ing the pipe and inlet deficiencies, finding
inadequate culverts, finding extent of the
structural and non-structural flooding po-
tential, and determining the existing infra-
structure condition for any underground
drainage system in a given watershed.

Following the second peer review
meeting, JEO developed a draft ranking
sheet and definitions. These documents
were sent to peer review committee
members so that they could consider the
format before their final meeting.

Review Committee—Meeting Three
At the final meeting, the peer review
committee members were asked to study

www.stormh2o.com

the draft ranking sheet and provide quali-
tative feedback by recording what they
liked and did not like about the proposed
ranking system, and what they would
suggest as possible changes for improve-
ment. The group also offered suggestions
about how the format might be adjusted
and improved.

The intent was not to create the
methodology as a “black box” that the
city would use strictly based on the final
rankings. Instead, it would serve as a
tool to guide the city while still allowing
the flexibility to use engineering judg-
ment. The committee provided input and

suggestions regarding the prioritization
criteria and appropriate weighting of
these criteria. The city then incorporated
this input into the final design of a writ-
ten ranking system. The result was the
Prioritization Ranking Worksheet (Figure
1). Cost considerations were left at the
city’s discretion, which promoted city
involvement in the final prioritization and
selection of CIP projects for design and
construction.

CIP Project Development
Equally important to the updated priori-
tization methodology was a process for
developing CIP stormwater projects that
would effectively address flooding and
other drainage problems. An extensive
process was used to analyze the storm-
water system and identify potential CIP
projects.

Data collection was among the most

Sto’rmCOn ‘06
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EPA News Update and Q¢:A Session

on

Tha Harth Amarican Surface Water Ouality Conference & Exposition

July 24-27, 2006
Adam’s Mark
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42nd Street ditch improvements

critical aspects of this process. Numerous field visits were con-
ducted not only to gather additional information necessary for
the analysis but also to verify information provided by the city.
Sump locations and overland flow paths were identified and
documented. Approximate limits of ponding and potential for
structural flooding were noted. Open channels were observed,
and cross-sections were measured. In some cases, discussions
with local landowners were held regarding past flooding events.
Field worksheets and digital photographs were utilized to collect

Damage to junction box near 11th and Oak Street

and organize the field data. Various methods of quality control
were implemented throughout the data collection process. The
extensive data collection procedures for the watershed inven-
tory ensured that the analysis was accurate, which was vital for
a study of this magnitude.

The primary function of the inventory was to develop a
hydrologic and hydraulic (H&H) model using Bentley GEOPAK
modeling software. A city-specific drainage library containing
information on standard inlets, intensity/duration/frequency
(IDF) curves, and other pertinent features was created for H&H
modeling. This software package uses the Rational Method for
hydrologic analysis, Manning’s equation for hydraulic analysis,
and HEC-12 for inlet analysis. The analysis was performed
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Street ponding near 27th and Highway 2

for the minor (five- and 10-year) and major (100-year) storm
events. Though important in all aspects of the project, quality
control was most critical during the modeling process. The com-
plexity of the modeling procedures necessitated extensive qual-
ity control procedures.

After completion of the analysis, a stormwater geographic
information system (GIS) database was created using ESRI Arc-
Map. A GIS stormwater database can serve various applications
from modeling and thematic mapping to preliminary engineer-
ing design. Numerous geospatial analysis tools are available
within the GIS as well. Additionally, these data can be merged

Ditch Ponding near 33rd and Highway 2

with the city’s existing database, providing many data-manage-
ment options.

The results of the H&H analysis were used to identify spe-
cific drainage system deficiencies, which were evaluated based
on several criteria: structural flooding, non-structural and street
flooding, and insufficient pipe/inlet capacity. The GIS was used
to illustrate the location, severity, and extent of each deficiency.
Drainage system deficiencies, together with field observations
and city input, were used to develop conceptual plans for
drainage improvements. Drainage improvement recommenda-
tions served to reduce and, if possible, eliminate potential for
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flooding while complying with city de-
sign standards. While these projects were
conceptual in nature, they allow the city
to plan for future improvements with the
provided preliminary cost opinions.

Application

Twenty-three sub-basins from across the
city were studied, encompassing nearly
6,000 acres. Analysis was performed
for approximately 400,000 lineal feet
of underground pipe; 20,000 lineal

feet of open channel; and 5,000 inlets,
manholes, and junctions. In total, 71
projects were proposed during the first
two phases of the project. The final
Prioritization Ranking Worksheet was
applied to each of the proposed CIP
projects that had been created to ad-
dress flooding and other drainage system
problems. Of the CIP projects proposed,
10 have proceeded to final design and
construction through funding from the
city’s 2005 stormwater bonds. These
projects range from very small (several
thousand dollars) to very large (multimil-
lion dollars). This includes four of the 10
highest-ranked projects according to the
prioritization ranking.

The CIP stormwater projects identi-
fied and prioritized through the urban
drainage study have allowed the city
to prepare a proactive stormwater CIP,
rather than a program that merely reacts
as problems occur. This study ensures
that the taxpayers’ dollars will be spent
on the stormwater infrastructure that is
in the most need of replacement due to
structural deficiencies, lack of capacity,
or lack of an overland flow path, which
may cause flooding. The prioritization
methodology and criteria used to select
the stormwater improvement projects
were very helpful for the city staff in
explaining the short- and long-term need
for the stormwater CIP projects to the
elected officials as well as the general
public. The city intends to incorporate
the remaining stormwater improvement
projects identified though this study into
its future CIP for design and construction
at a later date.

Glossary of Key Terms

Minor storm: a storm event having a 20%
or 10% chance of being equaled or
exceeded in magnitude in any given
year (also known as the five- or 10-
year storm). As per the city's design
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eriteria manual, a minor storm event is
the five-year storm for residential area
and the 10-year storm for industrial/
commercial area.

Major storm: a storm event having a 1%
chance of being equaled or exceeded
in magnitude in any given year (also
known as the 100-year storm event).
As per the city’s design criteria man-
ual, a major storm event is a 100-year
storm event for residential area and
industrial/commercial area.

Structural flooding: flooding that causes
structures to be encroached with
floodwater

Structural flooding frequency: The term
structural flooding frequency is used
to describe the regularity of flood-
ing to which a particular structure is
exposed.

Minor storm structural flood frequency: a
recurrence of structural flooding during
a minor storm event

Major storm structural flood frequency: a
recurrence of structural flooding during
a major storm event

Non-structural  flooding: flooding that
causes stormwater to pond on the
street or on public or private property
for an extended period of time without
encroaching any structure. The non-
structural flooding potential was evalu-
ated for the minor storm event only. As
per the city design standard, the non-
structural flooding is expected to occur
during the major storm event.

Non-structural flooding potential—high: The
non-structural flooding potential is con-
sidered high if it meets any one of the
following criteria:
= Ponded depth at street inlet is great-

er than 1 foot.

+ For pipes less than 24 inches in di-
ameter, minor storm event discharge
is greater than 15 cubic feet per
second (cfs) over the pipe capacity.

+ For pipes greater than or equal to
24 inches in diameter, minor storm
event discharge is greater than 40
cfs over the pipe capacity.

+ The street culvert overtopping fre-
quency is less than the minor storm
event.

* Sump area overland flow through
private property due to drainage
system deficiencies

Non-structural flooding potential-low: The
non-structural flooding potential is con-
sidered low if it meets any one of the

www.stormh2o.com

following criteria:

Ponded depth at street inlet is be-
tween 0.5 foot and 1.0 foot.
For pipes less than 24 inches in

culvert overtopping frequency of
less than the 50-year event.

Pipe deficiencies on private prop-
erty (no sump area overland flow)

diameter, minor storm event dis-
charge is less than or equal to 15
cfs over the pipe capacity.

For pipes greater than or equal to
24 inches in diameter, minor storm
event discharge is less than or equal
to 40 cfs over the pipe capacity.
Minor storm event is less than street

Inlet deficiency—high: The inlet deficiency
is considered high if the ponded depth
of the inlet is greater than or equal to
1.0 foot.

Inlet deficiency—low: The inlet deficiency is
considered low if 0.5 foot is less than
the ponded depth of the inlet, which is
less than 1.0 foot.

GIVE TYMCO A CRACK AT
YOUR STORMWATER FINES.

~ <

TYMCO REGENERATIVE AIR SWEEPERS™
blast into pavement cracks with the force of a 250 mph
controlled jet of air, forcing up even the finest
particulates into a totally enclosed system — never
exhausting dirty air as do vacuum sweepers.

Your NPDES permit

moving parts — an incredible
demands that stormwater

simplicity that reduces your

pollution be reduced by maintenance,
the “Maximum Extent training and
Practicable.” Because downtime.

swept is not always clean,
call Tymco. With twice the
power of pure vacuum,
Tymco captures even the
micron-size l')al'[lCll—
lates your broom
left behind. All
with only a few

Tymco. We

""’le :
¢ /
clean deeper.

COMPLIMENTARY GUIDE

“Writing Your Best
Management Practice for
Street Cleaning”

A generic, easy-to-use sample
Use your circle card or call

1-800-258-9626.

REGENERATIVE AIR SWEEPERS
Environmentally Superior Cleaning

www.tymco.com
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Pripe deficiency—high: The pipe deficiency is
considered high if:

+ For pipes less than 24 inches in
diameter, minor storm event dis-
charge is greater than 15 cfs over
the pipe capacity.

= For pipes greater than or equal to
24 inches in diameter, minor storm
event discharge is greater than 40
cfs over the pipe capacity.
Pipe deficiency-low: The pipe deficiency is
considered “low” if;

« For pipes less than 24 inches in
diameter, minor storm event dis-
charge is less than or equal to 15 cfs
over the pipe capacity.

+ For pipes greater than or equal to
24 inches in diameter, minor storm
event discharge is less than or equal
to 40 cfs over the pipe capacity.

Overland flow path. path where stormwater
runoff in excess of pipe and inlet capac-
ity flows, whether planned or not

Ponding limits: the limits of flooding in a
sump area as determined by the pon-
ded depth of an inlet or the existing
topography

Sump area: a low-lying area with potential
for ponding.

Lalit Jha, PE. and J.D. Johnson, EIT, are
with JEO Consulting Group in Wahoo, NE.
Devin Biesecker, PL., is an engineer with
the City of Lineoln, NE. Jonathan E. Jones,
PE. is CEO of Wright Water Engineers Inc.
in Denver, CO. Sally Kribs is also with
Wiight Water Engineers in Denver.
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P-Engineering

Complete turnkey systems and services for
civil engineers, public works agencies and developers.

STORMWATER LIFT STATIONS

Pre-Engineered Package Systems

P-Manufacturing # Installation

ROMTEC'S COMPLETE LIFT STATIONS INCLUDE:
= Pre-cast concrete wet wells, 6' & 8' diam., 10' to 30' deep

« Duplex & triplex submersible pumps, 3 hp to 105 hp

« Station capacity range: 100 gpm to 4,000 gpm

= Pre-cast concrete valve vaults with fully assembled valves
= Pre-assembled control panels from basic to full SCADA

» Engineering: plans, specs, submittals, 0&M manuals

541-496-3541 R@MTEC

www.romtecutilities.com
Call or Visit for FREE lift station sizing & quotation!

Complete lift stations A
delivered nationwide q 8

A

Compieta lift
stations designed
for your projects
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-\ ... Karl AFredrickson/Notes To CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

el Sent by: Chris L Koll
~ y ! cc Mayor/Notes@Notes, Karen K Sieckmeyer/Notes@Notes

06/07/2006 01:24 PM bcc
Subject City of Dallas settles with EPA: $3.5 Million total

Last week the Journal Star reported on some correspondence regarding potential budget cuts.
"Substantial cuts" were suggested by Robin Eschliman to "expenditures involving water run-off, flood
plain issues, etc." As a reminder, the City is obligated under State and Federal regulations relating to the
Clean Water Act to address stormwater run-off and water quality. The Public Works and Utilities
Department administers the City's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater
permit which specifies 21 program activities to meet these requirements. As a reminder of the
consequences of not taking these responsibilities seriously, below is an EPA article regarding the
agency's settlement with the City of Dallas, requiring that City to spend in excess of $3.5 million to
address stormwater issues, including an $800,000 penalty, the construction of wetlands, and an increase
to their staff by 25% to 36 people working in the City's stormwater management section. The City of
Lincoln does a lot with a very small staff to insure that the requirements of our permit are met. Cuts to this
budget have the potential to result in significantly higher costs to the City if we are not able to meet State
and Federal requirements regarding stormwater.

Karl Fredrickson, Director

Public Works and Utilities Dept.

$3.5 Million Settlement with City of Dallas Requires Increased City
Effort to Keep Stormwater Sewers Clean

Release date: 05/10/2006

Contact Information: Dave Bary, 214-665-2200

(Dallas, Texas -- May 10, 2006) The City of Dallas, Texas, has reached an
agreement with the federal government requiring the City to spend in excess of
$3.5 million in a comprehensive effort to decrease the amount of pollution
entering the city"s stormwater system, the Department of Justice and
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced today. The settlement
requires the City to construct two wetlands at an estimated cost of $1.2
million-one along the Trinity River, and one along Cedar Creek near the Dallas
Zoo-and to pay a civil penalty of $800,000.

Today"s settlement resolves allegations-first made by the federal government
in an EPA order issued in February 2004-that the City failed to implement,
adequately fund and adequately staff the City"s stormwater management program.
Under the agreement, the City is required to fill staff positions, iInspect
hundreds of industrial facilities and construction sites, and improve
management systems at several facilities.

"We are pleased to conclude this matter with a settlement that will result in
vigorous City efforts to keep the City"s stormwater compliant with applicable
law," said Sue Ellen Wooldridge, Assistant Attorney General of the Department
of Justice"s Environment and Natural Resources Division. '"We expect all
cities to comply with the stormwater requirements of the Clean Water Act."

"This settlement benefits everyone in Dallas by helping to keep the City"s
rivers, lakes, and streams clean. | am particularly pleased that we and the
City were able to resolve this matter in a way that improves our urban



environment by building water-purifying wetlands along the Trinity River and
at the Zoo," said Richard Greene, Regional Administrator of U.S. EPA Region 6
in Dallas.

The settlement requires the City to have at least 36 people working in the
City"s stormwater management section, a 25 percent increase over the number of
people on staff when EPA issued its order. The consent decree also requires
the City to inspect at least 500 stormwater discharge pipes per year, 500

industrial facilities each year, and large construction sites every two weeks.

Pursuant to the settlement, the City will prepare a formal environmental
management system for 12 city-run facilities, including the city"s service
centers, and then have a third-party auditor review the management systems.
EPA plans to conduct a full audit of the stormwater system within the next one
to three years.

The first wetland the City will construct will be a 60-acre or larger area
along the Trinity River downstream of Sylvan Avenue, iIn the vicinity of the
Pavaho pump station. Currently the City pumps stormwater directly from the
sump to the Trinity River. This project will use the stormwater to water a
wetland that will provide urban green space and filter impurities out of the
stormwater before it iIs reaches the Trinity. Before beginning construction,
the City is required to submit a detailed design plan for the wetland to be
reviewed by the EPA.

The second wetland will be a small wetland along Cedar Creek near the Dallas
Zoo. The wetland will be the last in a series of treatment steps designed to
treat run-off from a portion of the Dallas Zoo. The system will be designed
so that water emerging from the wetland can be returned to the Zoo for use in
drip irrigation. As with the wetland along the Trinity River, a detailed
design plan must be approved by the EPA before work begins.

Richard B. Roper, U.S. Attorney for the Northern District of Texas, said, "I
applaud the officials of the City of Dallas in acting with the Department of
Justice and the Environmental Protection Agency to insure that the citizens of
Dallas can enjoy the cleanest possible rivers, lakes, and streams."

"Stormwater, if not properly managed, is a major source of water pollution,”
said Granta Y. Nakayama, EPA"s Assistant Administrator for the Office of
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance. "By agreeing to make changes to its
operations under this settlement, the City of Dallas will reduce pollution,
improve the quality of its stormwater system, and have a positive impact on
the environment.™

City stormwater sewers carry significant amounts of pollution into urban
rivers, lakes, and streams. City storm sewers can discharge annually as much
lead and copper, and as many oxygen-depleting materials, as do city sewage
treatment plants. When it comes to stream-clogging sediment, storm sewers can
discharge ten times the "total suspended solids™ that come from sewage
treatment plants.

Discharges of stormwater from city storm sewers are regulated by the federal
Clean Water Act. Municipalities must obtain permits for their stormwater
discharges. The stormwater management program at issue in this settlement was
drafted by the City and made part of the stormwater discharge permit issued by
the EPA to the City in 1997.

The proposed consent decree lodged today is open for a 30-day public comment



period. A copy of the consent decree is available on the Department of
Justice website at http://www.usdoj.gov/enrd/open.html.

More information:
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/resources/cases/civil/cwa/dal las-stormwater . html

EPA"s mission is to protect our nation®"s land, air and water. Citizens can
help by reporting potential environmental violations:
http://epa.gov/compliance/complaints.




PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES
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NEBRAS

June 6, 2006

Water Capital Improvement Project 700273
11th Street; “L” - Lincoln Mall

The City of Lincoln Public Works Department, Engineering Services Division would like to advise
you that a bid for the utility construction has been awarded to Skoda Construction. This private
contractor plans to start on 11th Street on Monday, June 12, 2006

The installation of the replacement water main is going to be installed on the west side of 11th Street.
There may be times while the main is being installed that you will not be able to access your driveway.
After the installation is complete, the new main has to be tested and chlorinated before the services are
transferred. The area will then be cleaned up and the pavement, driveway, and sidewalks replaced.

The length of the construction period is a concern to most people. Unfortunately, Nebraska’s uncertain
weather combined with the complexity of the construction work, will dictate the amount of time the
work will take. However, the Sunday Journal Star does run a list of street closings along with a
probable opening date for the street.

While the City has contracted with a private firm to do the work, a City of Lincoln Project Manager
will be overseeing the project to insure that the work is done properly and as quickly as possible. If
you have any questions, please contact Steven Faust with the City of Lincoln Engineering Services
Division at 441-7711 or Ron Skoda with Skoda Construction at 489-9027.

Steven Faust, Project Manager Ron Skoda
City of Lincoln Engineering Services Skoda Construction
(402) 441-7711 (402) 489-9027

sfaust@lincoln.ne.gov

700273 Adv SRF tdq.wpd
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Memorandum

To: City Council

From: Randy Hoskins, City Traffic Engineer
Date: June 7, 2006

Subject: Prairie Village North

As you deliberate on the traffic issues for the Prairie Village North annexation and zoning issues, I
wanted to clarify several items that have become issues in this process.

The traffic study prepared for this project looks at 2006 as the base year onto which all of the site
trips are loaded. So other than growth that would be expected from surrounding developments
through the end of 2006, there is no background growth of traffic included in the volumes
predicted.

The improvements that Mr. Katt and Mr. Champoux are objecting to pay for are items that were
identified in the traffic study that was prepared by their engineer for this project. The castbound
and westbound right turn lanes at 70" & Adams, Adams Street being widened to five lanes between
70" & 87" Streets, a traffic signal and intersection improvements at 84% & Havelock, dual left turn
lanes northbound and southbound at 84" & Adams were among these identified improvements.
While some of these are impact fee facilities, the developer should either wait until they are in
place to move forward, or should front the improvements until they can be paid for with impact
fees from the district.

Even with the recommended improvements, there will be serious degradations of traffic Levels of
Service (LOS) in this area as a result of this development. The intersection of 84™ & Adams will
go from LOS A to LOS D, while 70" & Adams will go from LOS B to D. It should be noted that
in order to obtain the LOS D at 84" & Adams, the traffic study was prepared using two through
lanes in each direction on Adams, as well as left turn and right turn lanes, and dual left turns and
single right turn lanes on 84". Since Mr. Katt is objecting to the dual left turn lanes in 84" Street
and their proposal only shows a single through lane in each direction on Adams, the actual level of
service experienced at this intersection will be significantly worse when this project is built out, not
even considering future traffic increases in the area due to other new developments.

While fronting these road costs does add a burden to the developer of this property, it is important
that the existing and future users of the streets in this area not be harmed by allowing development
to occur that doesn’t mitigate the impacts it causes. Since no users are currently under contract for
this area, the traffic generated by this development could vary widely from the assumptions that
were used in the traffic study.

Public Works and Utilities staff has worked with the developer and his attorney trying to find ways
to minimize costs and allow as much development as possible before street improvements are
required. We do however feel that all of the improvements identified in the developer’s traffic
study should be constructed in order to keep the traffic flow in this area acceptable to the citizens of
the City of Lincoln.



"timkjohnson 1947 @juno.com" To plan@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov,

-l <timkjohnson 1947 @juno.com mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
> cc
06/01/2006 03:15 PM bce

Subject sewage plant

Dear All,

In the meeting that | attended on this topic it was obvious that a complete cost benefit analysis
including an environmental impact analysis on each choice. Postponing a decision on acquiring
land would be necessary. In research on this issue in other states it appears that often a larger
site is more cost efficient over a long period than multiple sites, including pumping stations.

I. The cost benefit analysis should include

- an itemized estimate of the expansion, operation, and maintenance costs of expanded
Northeast,(North 70th Street) and/or Theresa Street Facilities over a long-term 30-50 year period
into the future versus the cost of building and operating an additional new facility. (Some cities
are finding it cheaper to monitor and operate fewer larger sites, even including the cost of extra
piping, than to maintain a greater number of smaller sites.

-A thorough examination of different pipe routing options with an itemization of costs for
different routes

-acceleration of the program for repairing leaking sewer pipes and a building code requiring
that sump pumps drain be piped outside a building.

111 Sewage discharge should flow to the northeast of Lincoln where there is much higher creek
flow, thereby avoiding draining sewage through Wilderness Park and downtown Lincoln. There
is always a danger of emergency discharge of raw sewage into the creek. Nationwide, many
chemicals are being found in sewage discharge.

Thank you for considering this approach as it seems wise as far as costs and environmental
impact.

Tim K. Johnson



Rosemary Thomnton To council@lincoln.ne.gov
<rthorn@alltel.net>

06/01/2006 03:38 PM

cC

bcc

Subject new sewage treatment plant

Dear City Council Members:

I am concerned about the proposal to build a sewage treatment plant that would send discharge
into Salt Creek near Wilderness Park. Please insist on a cost/benefit analysis for a new plant
versus expanding existing plants. It would seem that Wilderness Park would no longer be much
of a preserve for wildlife if the water in the creek was degraded with harmful chemicals.

Thank you for your consideration.
Rosemary Thornton

Rosemary Thornton
3405 M Street
Lincoln NE 68510
402-477-7597
rthorn@alltel.net




Open Harvest Outreach

s <outreach@openharvest.com
>

06/02/2006 12:40 PM

Please respond to
outreach@openharvest.com

To

cc
bcc
Subject

plan@lincoln.ne.gov, council@lincoln.ne.gov,
mayor@lincoln.ne.gov

Sewage Treatment Facility

Dear Administrators of our City of Lincoln,

I am concerned at the rush to purchase land to build a sewage treatment
plant near Wilderness Park even though a cost analysis has not been
conducted. This park should be regarded as a jewel of our city and be
maintained as such. Water quality and aquatic life is remarkably good

and should not be compromised.

Please be fiscally responsible and explore cost benefit options
including expansion of the current Northeast Sewage treatment
facility. Major cites have closed small treatment facilities and
expanded a centralized treatment facility as this is more cost effective

and environmentally sound.
Sincerely,
Jackie Barnhardt

1010 Sumner Street
Lincoln, NE 68502



"Neil" To <plan@lincoln.ne.gov>, <council@lincoln.ne.gov>,
-l <nme84810@neb.rr.com> <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>

06/04/2006 03:29 PM ce
bcc

Subject sewage treatment plant

As a concerned resident of Lincoln, and a lover af nature, | wish to ask you to not allow a waste
treatment site to be built near Wilderness Park. | realize that Lincoln is growing and expanding,
especially in a southernly direction, but to build there would and could do much more harm than
good. Eventually Lincoln will probably encompass the whole of Wilderness Park within its city
limits, and it will be a wonderful place to take our children to enjoy nature close at hand. Now,
imagine you are out there walking with your child and 1, the odor like the Theresa St. plant
eminates, drifts up to greet you on your walk. 2, a raw sewage discharge has happened, your
child slips while near the creek and is suddenly in the contaminated water, possibly even
swallowing some as he or she slipped in. 3, along with this discharge, the damage to fish and
other wildlife living there would be terrible and then before it could flow away from the city, it
would have to pass THROUGH the city, creating even more health risks. 1 know that there are
other options available in combating the rising waste treatment problems of Lincoln. True, no
one likes to think of the streets torn up, Lord knows we seem to have more than enough of that
as it is, but with the advances in technology I'm sure that better and safer lines could be installed
to a site far more suited to serve Lincoln without putting Wilderness Park at risk. Please,
reconsider all of your options and do NOT vote to build there. Thank you, a very concerned
voter. Neil M Engstrom



"Amber Mohr" To council@lincoln.ne.gov
P <mohramber@hotmail.com>

06/05/2006 08:30 AM

cc
bcc

Subject Sewage Treatment Drainage

Dear Members of the City Council:

It makes me ill to think that one of the most natural and beautiful public parks in the area would
see drainage from a sewage Treatment plant. | hope you will postpone taking any steps toward
acquisition of land for an additional third sewage treatment plant until after a comprehensive cost
benefit analysis has been done, including the environmental effects of different options. Water
quality and aquatic life is good in Wilderness Park at the present time, and much wildlife there
depends on a healthy Salt Creek. A sewage plant would surely destroy much of that life.

Thank you for your consideration,

Amber Mohr

Lincoln, NE 68510



"Dan Lutz" To <plan@lincoln.ne.gov>
P <limkbigdeal @earthlink.net>

cc <council@lincoln.ne.gov>, <mayor@lincoln.ne.gov>
06/06/2006 10:32 AM

bcc

Subject Sewage plant considerations

My name is Dan Lutz, resident of northeast Lincoln, contacting you as members of the Planning
Commission regarding your scheduled vote June 7 regarding the proposed Southwest
Wastewater Treatment Facility. If my information is correct, a comprehensive cost benefit
analysis has not been done regarding this proposed facility. It has been reported to me that the
current city Wastewater Facilities Plan does not include cost information associated with
building a Southwest Wastewater Facility, which would drain into Salt Creek. I strongly believe
that an itemized estimate of long-term costs associated with expanded Northeast and/or Theresa
Street facilities should be developed before any plans proceed to acquire land required for the
proposed Southwest wastewater treatment facility. Obviously, if not already done,
environmental effects of different options also need to be assessed. Thank you for your
consideration of these factors as you make the difficult choices associated with this complex
situation.



Metapattern @aol.com To plan@ci.lincoln.ne.us
06/06/2006 12:04 PM cc council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
bcc

Subject Sewage Plant By Wilderness Park

Dear Commissioners:

I don't remember anyone, during the Wilderness Park Subarea Plan process, indicating that it would be a good idea
to build a sewage plant on a site that would drain into Salt Creek in the Wilderness Park area. Thisis a
southeastern Nebraska treasure. What is the city thinking???? Why would the city, in the same year, put a
proposal to buy new park land on the ballot while scheming to send treated sewage through a precious public
forest? If this goes through, we should change the name of the city to "Backward, USA" because no truly forward
thinking city would do this.

That anyone would propose this is outrageous enough, but | understand there has not been a thorough cost benefit
analysis done to compare costs of expanding the current facilities versus building a new facility. There needs to be
a thorough reporting of different pipe routing options and an itemization of their costs.

No acquisition of land should be authorized until the above has been done and made public. And, surely it would
make more sense to keep the sewer plant discharge from moving through downtown Lincoln. No matter how safe
the new plant might be, there is always the possibility of raw sewage making it into Salt Creek. How lovely that
would be for the people and animals who depend on the Park and for the city of Lincoln as well.

Rebecca Williams
16150 Wittstruck Rd
Bennet, NE 68317



- <jcopple@alltel.net> To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
W 06/07/2006 01:06 PM cc

bcc

Subject cost/benefit analysis

To the members of the City Council:

Please don"t rush into buying land for a sewage treatment plant. A detailed
cost-benefit analysis should be undertaken first, as well as further study of
emerging trends in the industry, such as piping it to an enlarged Theresa St.
site. which can be expanded.

1 don"t believe it is like purchasing land for a future school or library.
Once this land is purchased, | believe the wheels will be set in motion to
move ahead with it, whether the most current industry best practices support
this option or not. 1 base this on having attended one of the public
information meetings.

I have talked to neighbors and users of the levee trail. All were horrified at
the thought of a treatment plant anywhere near the proposed site.

Requiring that sump pumps not be connected to the sewer system and encouraging
more water saving measures could take much pressure off the current system.

Thank you for conidering these issues.

Respectfully Submitted, Janine Copple



"Zemis Sedriks" To council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
all s <zemiss@hotmail.com>

cCc swinehart@alltel.net
06/05/2006 10:35 AM

bcc

Subject Change of zone #06012

Dear Council Members and Mayor Seng,

I am writing to ask you to please vote downchange of zone #06012. Our neighborhood
has worked hard to express just how much the proposed commercial encroachment will
negatively impact us. Our concerns are valid and should be given greater weight considering we
have to live here. Zoning impacts property values and those of us who actually live here care
about the future of our neighborhood. In addition, during the charrette a public staffer

recognized they do anticipate greater accidents on Hill St. between 9" and 10". This is not the
recipe for keeping our neighborhood intact.

Make no mistake; no one cares more about this area than those of us who choose to live
here. We voted with our dollars when we bought our houses. The prima facie factor told us we
were moving into an existing neighborhood. Little did we know that houses were slowly being
bought up right next to us by people who have no intention of living here. On the contrary, they
plan to commercially encroach on our neighborhood despite the detriment this causes. It will be
seen in the form of greater accidents on Hill St. It will be seen with depreciated property values.

These unintended consequences will be very real for us. The question to consider is whether or
not those in the immediately impacted area will be able to sell their houses for as much as they
otherwise would be able to, unless of course they have to sell out to developers. We beg you to
not wait for the evidence to come in but to prevent this from occurring in the first place.

As far as tax revenues for the city are involved we appreciate seeing our city grow and
prosper. It is possible to be pro-neighborhood and pro-business at the same time. During the
charrette the issue was raised that representatives of B & J Partnership informed a local business

owner that they will not put a Starbucks on 15" and South Stif they are able to put one at 9" and
Van Dorn. We request that you vote this down so that B & J Partnership develops where it is
already a commercial area and the impact on property values will be negligible. We are an
existing neighborhood and the impact on us will be felt for a longtime to come. You have
competing duties to do the best thing for Lincolnin terms of maintaining our economic strength
while at the same time having a balanced land use policy. If you make it clearto B & J
partnership that this area is not suitable for development then they will have to consider their
other options. When they build elsewhere Lincolnwill still see the construction jobs and tax
revenue, while at the same time the wishes of the neighborhood will have been respected.

One city council member remarked whether we are simply against the businesses moving
in here. Our protest has nothing to do with any particular business; it is that this location is a
very poor choice for a business. To thrive here as a specialty shop a business will have to



overcome many difficulties such as the inaccessibility posed by the limited entryways. The

developers originally wanted traffic to enter in the middle of the block on 10" street. | believe it
was traffic engineering that recognized what a bad idea this was. This is why most of the
automobile access is directly on Hill St. For other failed specialty businesses nearby one need
only look a little north where Jimmy Aces and the oil change store used to be. These single use
shops don’t thrive in part due to the location. Consumers want convenience and the access to
this block is anything but. You may be doing B & J Partnership a favor if you vote this down as
there is a considerable possibility that it will end up as another empty lot, never to go back to
residential but instead be an eyesore for the neighborhood. During the charrette one woman
stated in no uncertain terms that by rezoning it for commercial use would be rewarding the
developers for allowing the properties to get run down in the first place.

The issue of congestion was also discussed during the charrette. When | asked about

congestion on 9" between Van Dorn and Hill Stthe presenter answered in regards to 10" and Van
Dorn. He suggested that the congestion on VVan Dorn may be a wash as the turning lane will take

some of the traffic off 10" and Van Dorn. This was an answer to a different question and did not
speak to the current congestion in the other area.

Another suggestion to come out of the charrette was whether or not a roundabout was
considered for this area. It was not. This should be further looked into as roundabouts can have
a generally safer impact on traffic as it forces drivers to slow down and has a calming effect.
This is the type of effect this area needs as many drivers are still experiencing velocitization as
they enter this residential area coming in from Highway 2. Also the turning lane as it is
currently proposed may simply encourage speeders to gun it as they don’t have to slow down as

one normally does for a right angle turn. The 10" and Van Dorn corner is like a balloon where
we are pushing on one side only for the other side to push out. While at the same time
encouraging greater traffic with a commercial center is simply inflating the balloon further. The
neighborhood would like any change to our neighborhood be low impact in terms reducing
congestion, not encouraging more.

Because Lincoln is a primary class city it is exempt from following Nebraska statute
section 19-905 which provides property owners with extra protections against rezoning when
greater than 20% of the property owners within 300 feet object. As a home rule city Lincolnhas
the ability to strengthen property rights. Lincoln should follow the intent of the law and pay
greater deference to the people in the immediately impacted area as our wishes are very clear.
Please look at the addresses of all of the petition signatures and other letters to see that most
people in this area are opposed to the proposed development.

Our first petition request was to keep it residential and have the developers maintain their
properties. In the first public hearing they stated they do not envision keeping it residential .
Thus we then suggested green space which would potentially involve a land swap deal with
public lands. It is appropriate to ask the public at large if they support such a use and therefore it
is appropriate to gather their signatures as well. Voting this down and allowing commercial
development elsewhere would be in keeping with what a comprehensive plan is supposed to be
about: the public good, reducing congestion, the adequate provision of transportation and “to
protect property against blight and depreciation.” (NE statute 19-903). This development will



create a residential pocket between 8" and 9" that will likely wither over time and further carve
away at our existing neighborhood.

Again, please follow the principles which limit commercial encroachment. Please
encourage the good people at B& J Partnership to develop commercially in an area that is truly
suitable for commercial. Encourage them to maintain their houses and if not please enter into
some type of a land swap deal so that something that is low impact can be done with this area.

Sincerely,

Zemis Sedriks

2643 S. 10" St.
Lincoln, NE68502

(402)202-5289



"Donald Burt" To <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
all s <dburt@clinewilliams.com>

06/04/2006 10:14 AM

cc
bcc

Subject B & J Partnership * 9th-10th St Development

Dear Council Members

I write to support the application of B&J Partnership to develop the
area iIn the South 2700 blocks of 9th and 10th Streets. B&J is well know
in our City as a developer of quality, community-oriented projects, and
this proposed project would restore a blighted and unsightly area, as
well as enhancing the economic viability of this area of our City. 1
heartily endorse this project and urge you to support it. Regards, Don
Burt

Donald F. Burt
For the Firm

Cline, Williams, Wright, Johnson and Oldfather, L.L.P.

1900 U.S. Bank Building
233 S. 13th Street
Lincoln, NE 68508

(402) 474-6900
dburt@clinewilliams.com

This electronic message contains confidential information intended only
for the use of the addressee and includes legally privileged
information. |If you are not the addressee or a properly empowered agent
of the addressee, the reading, disseminating, distributing or copying of
this electronic message is strictly prohibited. |If you have received
this electronic message and are not the addressee or a properly
empowered agent of the addressee, please notify us immediately and
permanently delete the original message and any attachments and any
copies thereof, electronic or otherwise. Thank you.
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T s NEBRASKA CENTER FOR ENTREPRENEURSHIP

TO: ANNETTE, DAN, JON, JONATHAN, KEN, PATTE, ROBIN
FROM: GLENN A, FRIENDT

SUBJECT: “WHAT'S RIGHT ABOUT WAL MART”

DATE:  6/1/2006

CC:  MAYOR COLLEEN SENG

It has only taken 20 years for most to forget that early on, Sam Walton and Wal-Mart
were hailed as the retail savior of rural America. Wal-Mart’s first several hundred stores
were in small towns whose main streets were deserted and most store fronts boarded up.
Fven Sears, JC Penney and True Value Hardware had left for the “big city”.

I hope you will find the attached business editorial by Jack and Suzy Welch a stimulating
entrepreneutial counterpoint to many of the socio-political views on Wal-Mart. For zll of

our sakes we need the entrepreneurial spirit and American Dream to stay kindled.

Otherwise, we may see city councils” jobs outsourced to third world countties.
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What’s Right about Wal-Mart

Is Wal-Mart a force for good or evil in the world?

—Anonymous, Exeter, N.H.

We have heard this question again and again in recent
months, but it was posed perhaps most fervently by the high
school student above. He added: “You claim business is good
for society—but Wal-Mart destroys it.” '

Destroys it? No way.

Maybe it’s politically incorrect these days to say this, but
Wal-Mart helps individuals, communities, and whole
economies prosper.

Without question, Wal-Mart is huge and getting more so.
Its business model is threatening to rivals and its purchasing
power frightening to suppliers. But that doesn’t make Wal-
Mart bad—just a fat target for critics who, for reasons of their
own, won't concede how Wal-Mart improves Hves.

Take individuals. Most obviously, Wal-Mart’s prices have a
positive impact on the quality of lifs of millions of consumers.
No other retailer offers so many good products for so little,
from groceries to school supplies to medicine. The net effect:
Wal-Mart does more to hold down household
expenses than any social or government:
program.

In addition, Wal-Mart provides its employees
with ttemendous actess to upward mobility,

Many of
Wal-Mart’s

D SUZY WELC

yes, at some of them, customers might have been greeted by
name when they walked in the door. But those customers
chose to shop at Wal-Mart when it came to town because low
prices, apparently, meant more to their quality of life than a
wave and a smile. No conspiracy, just the free market at work,

AS FOR TAKING BETTER CARE of employees—nonsense. In
most small towns the storeowner drove the best car, lived in
the fanciest house, and belonged to the country lub.
Meanwhile, employees weren’t exactly sharing the wealth.
They rarely had life insarance or health benefits and certainly
did not receive much in the way of training or big salaries.
And few of these storeowners had plans for growth or
expansion: Their lives were nicely set. That was good for
them but a killer for employees seeking life-changing careers.

Critics also lambaste Wal-Mart for being brutal to its
suppliers. Be it swing sets or beef jerky, you sell to Wal-Mart
on its terms, o you don’t sell at all. :

We'd say this is pretty true. Wal-Mart’s huge market share
gives it enormous leverage. One of us {Jack) negotiated for
decades with Wal-Mart buyers at Generzl
Electric, and they were never unethical or unfair,
Just tongh. GE won plenty of rounds and lost a
few, But losing had its upside, It forced GE to
look inside to see how it could do its job better by

even those with modest educational credentials.  1Y10SE Vocal lowering manufacturing costs, for instance, or
There are stories galore of employees who 2.0 _ being more flexible in how a product was
started on the floor or as cashiers and worked CI'lthS arc packaged, :

their way up to management positions. And
with Wal-Mart’s international growth, you are
now seeing career paths that can start in
merchandising in Texas, move to logistics in
Arkansas, and end up in divisional feadership
positions in Europe and Asia. Only the military
rivals Wal-Mart when it comes to providing
training and opportunity for individuals who
have no other way to break out of a paycheck-to -paycheck
lifestyle and into a whole new world of possibility.,

Wal-Mart’s low prices and large workforce, of course, have
a cumulative effect on the local and national economies where
the company operates. Low prices keep inflation down, while
the employees’ purchasing power keeps demand high.

This is evil?

There are critics who claim that Wal-Mart destroys
communities by wiping out mom-and-pop stores—the little
pharmacies, hardware, and grocery stores—that took much
better care of customers and employees. These critics are
nostalgic for a time that never was,

Yes, Wal-Mart has meant the end of many local stores, And

112 | BusinessWeek | May 1, 2006

nostaigic for
a time that
never was

Ultimately, prices stayed low, and the
customer won. And that is what drives Wal-
Mart—Lkeeping its customers satisfied—and why
it keeps increasing sales and profits.

Yes, there will be “casualties” of Wal-Mart's
success: competitors that fold, jobs lost. Butin
that way, Wal-Mart is no different than Tovota.
When Toyota arrived in the 1970s, it was accused
of upsetting the status quo. Decades later most people accept
that Toyota simply had a better way of doing business. Its
value proposition to consumers was a wake-up call to the auto
industry, raising standards and requiring companies that had
lost their edge to reinvent themselves and start making better

- cars for a lot less. And that’s the Wal-Mart story. It's a great

company that helps consumers win and employees grow. And
ag long as it does, it will, too. 5§

Jack and Suzy Welch are co~authors of the best-seller Winning

(HarperCollins 2005). They look forward to answering your
questions about business, comparny, or career challenges.

Pleage e-mail them at thewelchway®@businessweek.com.

PHOTOGRAPH BY BRAD TRENT



%‘%5, U Fune 2, 2006

Lincoln NE City Council,

This letter is in regards to the Southwest Village development, mainly the 3 Big Box stores that
are proposed for Hwy 77 and West Denton Rd. 1 think that the proposed 800,000 sq ft of retail
space is too much and uncalled for. There is a new super center in Beatrice, a new super center
going up in Crete and a super center in Seward. I hardly think one more super center is needed
in this location to attract customers from the south and west. They are supposed to drive past
there own super centers just to shop at Lincoln’s.?

There are currently 14 Big Box stores and 6 large specialty stores in the city of Lincoln, NE for a
total of 2,672,719 sq ft of retail space. This does not count the many occupied and unoccupied
strip malls and stores included in the commercial centers around town. The proposed Southwest
Village development wants to add another 800,000 sq ft of retail space. Westfield Shopping
Town is 975,000 sq ft with 107 stores. South Point Pavilion is 450,000 sq ft with 40 stores. The
developers want to build 800,000 sq fi with only 3 stores! That is unacceptable to me and I am
very disappointed that you would consider such a large development for this area. These Big
Box stores will undoubtedly take business from South Point and Coddington Market, and in all
likelihood close a few of the stores located in these locations.

The website Sprawl-Busters.com published an article entitled “The Case Against Sprawl”. The
article states that America is drowning in retail glut. The massive invasion of overstuffed retail
stores 1s a hands-on environmental economic and social issue which has provoked a widespread
citizen response. These issues are:

The impact of traffic on air quality standards

The threat to water quality and aqguifers

The mismanagement of storm water and sewage

The reduction of wildlife habitat

The loss of open space and unique natural areas

The homogenization of rural landscapes

The expense of costly new infrastructure

The deterioration of historic commercial centers

The overdependence on the automobile and superhighways

“Sprawl” is defined by the Nation Trust for Historic Preservation as “poorly planned, low-
density, auto-oriented development that spreads out from the center of communities.” H creates
that doughnut effect in some cities where acrylic and asphalt suburban shopping malls form a
ring around the dead center, where the old downtown sits decaying.



The article also states the 10 sins of retail sprawl:

It destroys the economic and environmental value of land.

It encourages an inefficient land-use pattern that is very expenstve to serve.

It fosters redundant competition between local governments, and economic war of tax incentives.
It forces costly infrastructure development at the edge of towns.

It causes disinvestment from established core commercial areas.

It requires the use of public tax support for revitalizing rundown core areas.

It degrades the visual, aesthetic character of local communities.

It lowers the value of other commercial and residential property, reducing public revenues.

It weakens the sense of place and community cohesiveness.

It masquerades as a form of economic development.

The Big Box corporations lay the blame at our feet saying that most of what we buy is unplanned
purchases and most of these products end up in the landfill. It might be said that as our lives
become emptier, our shelves become fuller. We purchase more of the Big Box merchandise and
less at local retailers.

One major Big Box retailer was quoted as saying “one stop shopping”; you will owe your soul to
the Company store.

America is over-built and over-stored. We have more that 4,000 abandoned shopping malls in
America. We have more shopping centers than high schools. There are more that 20 sq ft of
retail space for every person living in America.

The author Jane Jacobs wrote: “Everyplace becomes more like every other place, all adding up
to no place.” Big Box retailers are turning America into a continuous landscape of one-story,
pre-engineered, windowless metal frame buildings sitting on concrete slab foundations. Such
buildings can simply be described as “dead architecture.”

There 1s also “sprawl-math” used by large retail companies. It is a form of developer’s
calculator that had no minus pad to subtract out jobs lost, or revenues diverted. These companies
represent a form of economic displacement, not economic development. Sprawl-math is
inevitable. When you oversupply an area with retail glut, you don’t create jobs, you destroy
them.

The article written by the American Independent Business Alliance — Littering the West with
dead malls and vacant superstores [K-Mart (@) 56™ & Hwy 2] - states that compounding the
problem of having more retail space that residents can support, corporate chains reinvent
themselves every ten years or so, abandoning existing outlets for new formats. America 1s now
over-retailed. Rather than becoming victims of corporate cannibalization, many communities are
barring construction of new big box stores and zoned commercial growth and shifting tax dollars
to their infrastructure and supporting existing commercial areas.



The Southwest Village development will result in increased traffic, noise, litter, light pollution.
Increased police and fire calls. The citizens of Lincoln will not pay to have a new park and
hiking trails along south Lincoln corridor, but they will pay to have new infrastructure for
800,000 sq ft of unneeded retail space.

Sprawl, economic development, new urbanism. It is all too much and we don’t need it. How
about we get the car to stop driving the teenager and we get back to the teenager driving the car.

Thank vyou,
Jennifer Sheaff

7601 Bobcat Circle
Lincoln Ne 68523-9008



BY PAT BRENUAN
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RE: Meeting This City’s Future % 5" N From: Ron Davis
Transportation Needs @fﬂﬁ}tﬁ 2, 3405 Holdrege Street #2061
iy S Lincoln, NE 68503
Mayor Celeen Seng City Council Mr. Abboett, Dir./Mr. Worth, Mgr.
Mayer’s Office City Council’s Office StarTran-Public Works & Utilities
555 8 1™ 555 South 10™ Street Ti0 “J* Street
Lincoln, NE 68508 Lincoln, NE 68508 Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Mayor Seng, City Council, and StarTran officials:

While the purposes that I am writing this brief letter, (and thus the associated topic being covered
herein), might seem like it is only about a very narrow subject matter, still to me it covers a subject matter
that has much longer and larger term implications to it which thus has led me to send this to a larger group
of people than just you three addressed above. For to me, the petroleum crisis that we currently find
ourselves entrapped within is one which I do not see any quick and easy answers with respect to how we
might escape from this problem of higher gas and oil prices that will continue to present many Americans
with some difficult choices in which to make within the upcoming days. Thus, I hope vou will bear with
me as [ address my thinking with respect to what the City of Lincoln should do in the future in meeting the
transportation needs of its residents as a whole. For | believe that the temptation of trying to find “quick
fixes” in regards to getting around this City’s current budget problems and lack of revenues in which to
meet our financial needs are ones that need to be avoided, (if at all possible). And the reason that | state
this is simply due to the fact that what our country is now going through, {(which is a form of a
rehabilitation plan that will cause us to become less dependent upon using so much oil and gas in the
future and thus needing to use our heads more and pocketbooks less), is one which I think the State of
Nebraska should meet head on. Now being a person who has to deal with a number of physical handicaps
at present, (such as poor eyesight, bad back, lack of coordination to a certain degree, and frequent
migraine headaches), personally { do not know what I would do if StarTran was not able to furnish us the
good service that they do. And one of the reasons that T write this is because as good as StarTran’s
services ate, our taxicab service here in Lincoln is alike StarTran, but in the opposiie direction.

Now ideally, it would be nice to have both a good taxicab service in Lincoln for its residents,
{which could only be accomplished by having two independently or more run taxicab services instead of
just one), and a good StarTran bus service, (which I think we alreadv have). But since | am painfully
aware that there are those on the City Council who see the opportunity to cut this City’s bus services in
order to save money {or people who have to pay a lot of taxes, (and thus means they make a lot of money},
1 hope that you will take into consideration what 1 am writing to you about within this letter. For people
like myself, (plus all of those people with bad handicaps too that 1 have come to love and respect over the
past 6+ years}), need your help in mamntaining what really 1s the only good service for a person like myself
to get around. And while ! know that people like Representative Tom Osborne, {(who mesans to do well),
lean a lot more towards helping people out who are not as bad off financially or health-wise as [ and my
friends are who ride the bus a lof, still people like Tom Oshome can sell a second home that he recently
announced he was going to do or he can take big hits in the stock market where he lost so much money
mvesting in Enron several years ago because he has the ability to make a lot of money. But to people like
myself, as much as we might try to do better—{inance-wise, there are still enough people out there who
would prefer to see us kept m check. Thus, I hope that vou will tske these things into consideration once
you decide what you are going to do about StarTran’s budget and its service for this upcoming year.

Now along with this brief letter, 1 am also sending you a copy of a news article about a big winner
in “Powerball” and a letter about anocther very greedy person who obvicusly does not care how much of a
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conflict of interest that he has in being such a Jarge shareholder, a close friend of Warren Buffett, and the
leading counsel for Berkshire Hathaway as a whole. And the reason that I am doing this is because I
wared to give you a good example of several people who have a “need for greed” and then compare it
with another nice person who thinks in a completely different way. Of course the article that 1 have copied
which highlights your property taxes going up a whopping 15.2% this year while you still are taking this
kind of increase in proverty taxes in stride does 2 lot to help comfort me that not everybody is as greedy as
Warren Buffett and Walter Scoft are in this State. And while I wish that T could say the very same thing
about those who represent us in Washington, DC too when it comes to helping out those who work as
such difficult jobs here in Nebraska, (and who are Hispanic), unfortunately the only one that  see standing
up for these people among our five U.S. Congressmen in Washington, DC is U.S. Senator Chuck Hagel.
At any rate, please know that T do not pass out compliments that easy to people, (unless they carn these
compliments that I give them). For people like Charlie Munger are no different in my mind than blood-
sucking leeches are to living matter that they are attached to. In other words, the reason that I wanted to
copy the article about Charlie Munger is because people like him, {(as well as his fellow partners who aiso
sit on numercus Board of Directors at Munger, Tolles, and Olson), do so realizing that they are exposing
themselves o numerous lawsuits if we ever had a Justice system that enforced such things as “fiduciary
responsibilities” for a Board of Directors to follow. Because I still believe that it is the responsibility ot all
Board of Directors to act in a fiduciary manner in protecting all of their stockholders and their employees
best interests and not just their own. But since we do not currently have such a Justice Department, 1 is
the Warren Buffetts, the Walter Scotts, and the Charlie Mungers that get away with all of these illegal acts
that they keep doing in order to make themselves richer at other pecple’s expense. Now the other copy of
a news article that I am enclosing with this letter shows John and Despina Kazas as they were announcing
the sale of their restaurant to the owner of Wasabi. For | have been in Papa John’s Greek Restaurant on
more than one cccasion these past 3 vears when a customer did not have enough money on them i order
1o order something to eat when Papa John told the cashier that it was O.K. to let this person have what he
wanted. And so, once again ] want t¢ commend those within Lincoln who do the little things to make
those who are considered “little people” by most of the ones who sit in high places as being someone that
is important to them too. For we know by reading the Holy Bible who God thinks are the ones that are
important within this world. For the Blessed Virgin Mary tells us in 5t. Luke 1:51-533 that:
“He has performed mighty deeds with his arm; He has scattered those who are proud in theiy
inmeost thoughts. He has brought down ruders from their thrones but has lifted up the humble.
He has filled the hungry with good things, (along with Papa John and Mrs. K), but has sent the
rich away empiy.” v
And likewise, we also know that from reading passages like 1 Timothy 6:10 why wicked people as
Warren Buffett, Walter Scoti, and Charlie Munger deceive people with their fraudulent accounting works,
while they practice insider trading so much, and while they also accumulate so much money in such illegal
wavs. For it is written within this passage that:
“For the love of money is a root of all evil. Some people, eager for money, (as Warren, Walter,
and Charlie are), have wandered from the faith and pierced themselves with many griefs.” ~wv
Thus, it is my sincere hope that you will think hard about whether the current StarTran services should be
restricted more or not. For many of us depend on this good bus service a great deal in order to get around,
Now along with pointing these things out, | also want to point out a misconception that 1 think many
people have about being rich in money. For while it is much better to be rich in good works than just rich
in money, still Jesus never hesitated to show Himself a Friend to both the poor and the rich, (if the rich
had their money without holding it in such high regard). For instance, when Jesus saw the wealthy tax
collector named Zacchaeus up in a sycamore tree, He did not pass this one bye, but merely told Zacchaeus
to come down and meet Him. For as Jesus told Zacchaeus in 5t Luke 19:5:
“Zucchaeus, come down immediately. I must stay af your house today.” N
Tn other words, Jesus didn’t go to wealthy people’s houses like what Zacchaeus had, He did not get invited
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to eat at Lazarus® house for dinner that was to honor Him and show up at this dinner by mistake, (see 5t.
John 12:2). But rather Jesus took time to make friends with these people because He loved them even
though they had a lot of money. In other words, having 2 lot of money does not make one ineligible to be
called a Christian in and of itself. Of course Jesus was also buried for three days in a rich man’s tomb too.
Hut if one uses his or her riches just for this person’s own sake, (or else keeps so much money because
they think this is what they should depend on in life), then having a lot of money is not a good thing o
have. Well, this is all that I have to say here. Do not worry about what David Sokol and Walter Scott will
think about what I wrote about them in this letter. For they know what I think and why by now, (and for
that matter, even Warren Buffett knows what I am Iike by now). So it should come as no surprise to them
that 1 think they need to clean up their act and get an independent law firm to represent all of the
stockholders in Berkshire Hathaway and not just the privileged few that make up all of the rules for their
stockholders and employees to follow, (whether they are honest ones or not}. And the good people here in
Nebraska do not need a very biased law firm representing this company which just basically rubber stamps
everything that Walter and Warren want them to do.

Ron Davis, (a past acquaintance of David Sokol and Walter Scott yet certainly not a friend of Warren
Buffett or David or Walter)

The Picture Below if OFf the Greedy Charlie Munger From the May 28, 2006 Lincoln Journal Star
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These are a few articles about some good people who have their heads screwed on the
right way here in Lincoln!
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"Larry Zink" To council@lincoln.ne.gov, mayor@lincoln.ne.gov
P <zinklarry @gmail.com>

06/07/2006 09:20 AM

cc
bcc

Subject Sidewalks and the Proposed CIP

Mayor Seng and Members of the Lincoln City Council:

The Lincoln Neighborhood Alliance wishes to express our concern about the lack of funding for
sidewalks in the current Capitol Improvements Program. The LNA Plan for Action calls for the
city to improve the repair backlog from the current forty year schedule to a more reasonable ten
year schedule.

Sidewalks are a very important infrastructure and need for all of our neighborhoods - whether
children on their way to school or adults on their way to work, church, or shopping. Good
sidewalks increase safety and mobility. The Lincoln Neighborhood Alliance urges you to
increase the funding for this important community need.

Thank you for your consideration and support,
Larry K. Zink

For the Board of the Lincoln Neighborhood Alliance
4926 Leighton Ave.

Lincoln, NE 68504
402-464-6937



ADDENDUM
TO

DIRECTORS AGENDA
MONDAY, JUNE 12, 2006
l. MAYOR -

1. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of June 10
through 16, 2006 -Schedule subject to change.

2. Letter from Mayor Seng to Dr. E. Susan Gourley, Superintendent % Dennis Van

Horn, Lincoln Public Schools (LPS) - RE: Arnold Elementary Land Acquisition
Proposal.

1. CITY CLERK - NONE

I11.  CORRESPONDENCE

A COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS -
PLANNING

1. Material from Marvin Krout - RE: Annexation #05004 & Change of Zone
#05022, (Bill #06-93 & 06-94 - 1* Reading on June 12, 2006).

C. MISCELLANEOUS - NONE

daadd061206/tjg



CITYOF LINCOLN ADVISORY MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

lincoln.ne.gov

NEBRASKA

Date: June 9, 2006
Contact: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule
Week of June 10 through 16, 2006

Schedule subject to change

Saturday, June 10

. Veterans Memorial Garden 17th anniversary event, remarks - 10 a.m., Antelope Park
Bandshell

. LifeLong Living Festival featuring Art Linkletter, remarks - 11:30 a.m., Abbott Sports
Complex, 7600 North 70th Street

. WaterFest water awareness event, remarks - 5 p.m., near main shelter at Holmes Lake
Park

. 60 Years of Girl Scouting celebration, remarks - 7 p.m., Laurine Kimmel Lodge,

Nebraska City, Nebraska

Sunday, June 11

. First United Methodist Church Farewell to Rev. Dr. Ed Bonneau, Key to the City and
proclamation - noon, 2723 North 50th Street

. Girl Scouts Annual Silver and Gold Awards, remarks - 2 p.m., State Capitol Rotunda

. Fund-raiser for Mike Pittz, President, Lincoln Central Labor Union, proclamation - 5:30

p.m., Lincoln Firefighters Reception Hall, 241 Victory Lane

Monday, June 12

. Mayor’s Award of Excellence - 1:30 p.m., Council Chambers, 555 South 10th Street

Tuesday, June 13

. News conference, Summer Food Service Week and awards for Clean Your Files Week -
noon, Salvation Army, 2625 Potter

. Mayor’s Multicultural Advisory Committee meeting - 3:30 p.m., Mayor’s Conference
Room, 555 South 10th Street

. Jazz in June - 7 p.m., Sheldon Memorial Art Gallery and Sculpture Garden

Wednesday, June 14

. Planning Commission discussion, “Market Driven Urban Retail Planning and
Development” - noon, room 113, 555 South 10th Street

. Community Health Endowment Sixth Annual Meeting, remarks and awards presentation
- 3 p.m., Cornhusker Marriott, 333 South13th Street

. Mayor’s Arts Awards, remarks - 6:30 p.m., Lied Center, 301 North 12th Street

- more -



Mavor’s Public Schedule
June 9, 2006
Page Two

Thursday, June 15
. Grand Opening, Lincoln Arts Council’s “Stories ol Home" public art project - 5 p.m.,
Union Bank, 4243 Pioneer Woods Drve (70th and Pioneers)

I'riday. June 16
. Intermational visitors from Croalia, Romania and Denmark - 11 am., Mayor’s Conference

Room, 555 South 10th Streel
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June 8, 20006

CITY OF LINCOLN ik Sty G- Sperenden

Lincoln Public Schools (LPS)
NEBRASKA 5901 O Street

MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG Lincoln, NE 68510

lincoln.ne.gov
Office of the Mayor RE:  Arnold Elementary Land Acquisition Proposal
555 Sosuutiizelgaléhreet Dear Dr. Gourley:
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508
402-441-7511 We have identified $35,000 and $75,000 of City Funds to pay for the schematic design of a
fax: 402-441-7120 joint use library and recreation center respectively. As a result, we are committed to
mayor(@lincoln.ne.gov proceeding with schematic design for these joint projects.

The City of Lincoln and Lincoln Public Schools have an existing “asset banking” agreement
in place that could be used as an alternative to the City paying for the additional costs of the
schematic design. The asset banking agreement was intended for this type and size of
transaction.

Further, the City has identified a funding source to pay for its portion of the construction of
the joint use library. It also appears that the City may be able to fund the cost of increasing
the size of the gymnasium that will be needed for use in the recreation center. However, the
recreation center, other than the gymnasium, will need to be built using bond proceeds from a
voter approved bond election.

As a result, the schematic drawings will need to address the construction of the recreation
center in two phases. The initial phase will be the construction of the larger gym and the
second phase will be the completion of the remaining recreation center facilities at a later
date.

The use of the asset banking agreement is the preferred method from the City of Lincoln’s
perspective to pay for these schematic design costs and Don Herz, Director, Lincoln Finance
Department has discussed this with Dennis Van Homn.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

SinC@aiy,

dé@%//@c,
Coleen J. Seng //\
Mayor of Lincoln

cc:  Lincoln City Council
Marvin Krout, Tom Cajka, Steve Henrichsen, City-County Planning Dept.
Karl Fredrickson, Roger Figard, Shane Dostal, City Public Works & Utilities Dept.
Carol Connor, Mary Johns, Lincoln City Libraries
Lynn Johnson, Terry Genrich, City Parks & Recreation Dept.
Dennis Van Hom, Lincoln Public Schools
Dwayne Odvody, Scott Wieskamp, Lincoln Public Schools
John Wood, Jon Large, Lincoln Airport Authority
Larry Potratz, Beverly Fleming, Lincoln Housing Authority

FAFILES'MAY OR\2006 MayorSeng, Letters,Speeches.Memos'LincomPublicSchools, SusanGourley,06-06-2006. AmoldHeights.wpd

LINCOLN

The Cowwunifﬂ of Gp}oartuuiéj



MEMORANDUM

TO: Lincoln City Council e

7
FROM: Marvin Krout, Director of Planning ‘I\W

SUBJECT: Annexation No. 05004 and Change of Zone No. 05022,
(Bill ##06-93 and 06-94 - 1°' Reading on June 12, 2006)

DATE: June 9, 2006

cc Mayor Coleen Seng
Tom Cajka, Planning
Peter Katt

The above referenced annexation and change of zone requests for the Highiand
View development, generally located west of N.W. 12" Street between Highway
34 and W. Alvo Road, appear on the June 12" Council agenda for 1*' Reading.
The Factsheets are in your Council packets; however, the legal description for the
annexation and change of zone have been revised and are attached for your
information.

D /e
Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Department
555 5. 10th St.; Rm. #213 e Lincoln NE 68508
Phone: 441-7491 ® Fax: 441-6377



LOT 36 IRREGULAR TRACT, LOCATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF
SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 11 NORTH, RANGE 6 EAST OF THE 6TH P.M.,
LANCASTER COUNTY, NEBRASKA, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE EAST QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 33; THENCE
ON THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 33,
N89°47'33"W, 1,324.31 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE
OF U.S. HIGHWAY 34; THENCE ON SAID NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE FOR
THE NEXT 2 CALLS, N89°46'48"W, 12.70 FEET; THENCE WESTERLY ON A
11,634.16 FOOT RADIUS CURVE TO THE LEFT, AN ARC LENGTH OF 1,333.32
FEET (LONG CHORD BEARS N79°24'42"W, 1,332.59 FEET) TO THE WEST LINE
OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 33; THENCE ON SAID
WEST LINE, N00°27'18"E, 642.89 FEET; THENCE N90°00'00"E, 2,650.79 FEET TO
THE EAST LINE OF SAID SECTION 33; THENCE ON SAID EAST LINE, S00°
34'37"W, 892.62 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, CONTAINING 2,178,018.49
SQUARE FEET (50.00 ACRES) MORE OR LESS.
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